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The  Call  for  Help 


Drawn  by  Nina  E.  Allender 
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The  Suffragist 


National  Unmans  parity 

(Incorpoii &ed,  1918) 

NATIONAL  HEADQUARTERS,  14  JACKSON  PLACE,  LAFAYETTE  SQUARE,  WASHINGTON,  D.  C.,  Tel.  Franklin  7120 


BRANCH  HEADQUARTERS 

Delaware,  17  East  7th  Street,  Wilmington.  Tel.  IVilming-  Maryland ,  817  N.  Charles  Street,  Baltimore.  Tel.  Mi.  New  York,  13  Ea9t  41st  Street,  New  York.  Tel. 

ton  5580  Vernon  3279  fjm  5444 

District  of  Columbia,  14  Jaolcson  Place,  Lafayette  Square,  Mas.arhusetts,  9  Park  Street,  Boston.  Tel.  Haymarket  4045 

Washington.  D.  C.  Tel.  Franklin  7120  Pennsylvania,  213  Penfield  Building,  Philadelphia 

Illinois,  1505  Lake  View  Building. Tel.  Central  4279  New  Jersey,  /09  Union  Building,  Clinton  Street,  Newark  p.lh.rt  5612 

Louisiana,  325  Carondelet  St,  New  Orleans  Te>-  Market  3117 

OBJECT:  TO  SECURE  AN  AMENDMENT  TO  THE  UNITED  STATES  CONSTITUTION  ENFRANCHISING  WOMEP 


MEMBERSHIP :  Open  to  all  women  who,  regarding  woman  suffrage  as  the  foremOBt  political  issue  of  the  day,  support  it  irrespectire  of  the  interests  of  any  national  politic*!  pav  v 
ENTRANCE  FEE:  Twenty-five  cents.  There  are  no  dues. 


National  Executive  Committee 

Miss  Alice  Paul,  Chairman  Mrs.  O.  H.  P.  Belmont,  N.  Y.  Mrs.  Thomas  N,  Hepburn,  Conn. 

Miss  Mabel  Vernon,  Del.,  Secretory  Mrs.  John  W.  Brannan,  N.  Y.  Mrs.  Florence  Bayard  Hilles,  Del. 

Miss  Mary  Gertrude  Fendall,  Md.,  Treasurer  Miss  Lucy  Burns,  N.  Y.  Mrs.  Donald  R.  Hooker,  Me. 

Mrs.  Abby  Scott  Baker,  D.  C.  Mrs.  Gilson  Gardner,  D.  C.  Mrs.  Henry  G.  Learh,  N.  Y. 

National  Committee  of  State  Chairmen 


Mrs.  Lawrence  Lewis,  Pa. 
Miss  Doris  Stevens,  Neb. 
Mrs.  Richard  Wain wright 
Miss  Maud  Younger,  Csi 


Arkansas 

Mrs.  Edward  M.  Jarrett 
Batesville 

California 

Mrs.  Genevieve  Allen 
117  Tenth  St. 

San  Francisco 


Colorado 

Mrs.  Bertha  W.  Fowler 

1225  Wood  Ave.,  Colorado  Springs 

Connecticut 

Mrs.  Thomas  N.  Hepburn 
356  Laurel  St. 

Hartford,  Conn. 

Delaware 

Mrs.  Florence  Bayard  Hilles 
17  East  7th  Street,  Wilmington 

district  of  Columbia 

Miss  Sheldon  Jackson 
14  Jackson  Place 
Washington,  D.  C. 

Florida 

Miss  Helen  Hunt 
417  West  Church  St. 

Jacksonville 

Georgia 

Mrs.  W.  A.  Maddox 

38  Harralson  St.,  Atlanta 

Idaho 

Mrs.  John  E.  White 
R.  F.  D.,  Twin  Falls 

Illinois 

Mrs.  Lola  Maverick  Lloyd 
339  Ridge  Are. 

Winnetka 


Chairman,  Mrs.  Florence  Bayard  Hilles 
Indiana 

Mrs.  W.  C.  Bobbs 
1610  N.  Delaware  St. 
Indianapolis 

Iowa 

Miss  Florence  Harsh 
(Legislative  Chairman) 

Hubbell  Bldg. 

Des  Moines 

Kansas 

Mrs.  Lilia  Day  Monroe 
909  Harris  St.,  Topeka 
Kentucky 

Miss  Edith  Callahan 
2016  Third  Ave. 

Louisville 
Louisiana 

Mrs.  E.  G.  Graham 
7025  Freret  St.,  New  Orleans 

Maine 

Mrs.  Robert  Treat  Whitehousc 
108  Vaughan  Street,  Portland 


Maryland 

Mrs.  Donald  R.  Hooker 

817  North  Charles  St..  Baltimore 

Massachusetts 

Mrs.  Agnes  Morey 
9  Park  Street,  Bostoo 

Michigan 

Mrs.  Nelson  Whittemore 

2967  West  Grand  Boulevard 
Detroit 

Minnesota 

Mrs.  A.  R.  Colvin,  Davern 
St.  Paul 

Mississippi 
Mrs.  N.  D. 

Gulfport 


Ave. 


Goodwin 


Secretary, 

Missouri 

^Mrs.  H.  B.  Leavens 
3516  Karnes  Boulevard 
Kansas  City 
Nebraska 

Mrs.  W.  E.  Hardy 
Calvert  Place, 

R.  F.  D.,  Lincoln 

New  Hampshire 

Mrs.  Winfield  Shaw 
New  Boston 

New  Jersey 

Mrs.  }.  A.  H.  Hopkins 
709  Union  Building,  Cliaies  SI 

Newark 

New  York 

Mrs.  O.  H.  P.  Belmont 

13  East  41st  St.,  New  York  City 


Miss  Mary  Ingham 

Pennsylvania 

>r;<:c!  Vorv  To  eh  am 

213  Penfield  Bldg.,  Philadelphia 

Rhode  Island 

Mrs.  Michael  Van  Beuran 
Middletown 


Zhairman,  Mrs.  John  Rogers,  Jr.,  N.  Y. 


Miss 

Mrs. 


Mrs.  John  Winters  Brannan  (acting) 
137  E.  66th  St. 

North  Carolina 

Mrs.  E.  St.  Clair  Thompson 
Spruce  Pine 

(present  address  Hotel  Colonial 
N.  Y.  City) 

North  Dakota 

Mrs.  Chas.  Amidon 
379  Seventh  Ave  South 
Fargo 

Ohio 

Mrs.  Valentine  Winters 
319  West  1st  St.,  Daytoa 
Oklahoma 

Miss  Ida  F.  Hasley 
Lee  Huckins  Hotri 
Oklahoma  City 
Oregon 

Mrs.  W.  J.  Hawkins 
571  Myrtle  St. 

Portland 

Nationsi  Advisory  Council 
Vice  Chairmen 

Susan  P.  Frost,  S.  C.  Mrs.  Alden  Potter,  Minn 


South  Carolina 

Mrs.  W.  P.  Vaughan 
P.  O.  Box  792 

Greenville 

South  Dakota 

Mrs.  A.  R.  Fellows 
Sioux  Falls 

Tennessee 

Miss  Sue  White 

Jackson 

Texas 

Mrs.  Paul  Millett 
P.  O.  Box  1140 
Fort  Worth 

Utah 

Mrs.  Louise  Garnett 

125  P  St.,  Salt  Lake  Gt» 

Virginia 

Mrs.  Sophie  G.  Meredith 
204  East  Grace  St.,  Richmond 

Washington 

Mrs.  Sophie  Clark 
5579  29th  St.,  N.  E. 

Seattle 

West  Virginia 
Mrs.  U.  A.  Vincent 
Shinnston 

Wisconsin 

Mrs.  Mabel  Putnam 
Public  Service  Bldg. 

Milwaukee 


ecr story,  Mrs.  George  H.  Day,  Conn 


Edwin  C.  Grice,  Pi. 


Mrs.  Harvey  W.  Wiley,  D. 


Miss  Ella  Abeel,  Ill. 

Mrs.  Frederick  T.  Ackerman,  N.  Y. 
Mrs.  Robert  A.damson,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  W.  R.  Alvord,  Mich. 

Mrs.  W.  D.  Ascough,  Mich. 

Mrs.  Adeline  Atwater,  I1L 
Miss  Mary  E.  Bakewell,  Pa. 

Mrs.  M.  R.  Bankston,  La. 

Mrs.  Bion  H.  Barnett,  Fla. 

Mrs.  Cyrus  Beard,  Wyo. 

Mrs.  M.  Toscan  Bennett,  Conn. 

Mrs.  Orlow  Black,  California 
Mrs.  William  Blauvelt,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Howard  P.  Boyle,  Ohio 
Mrs.  Alfred  H.  Bright,  Minn. 
Reverend  Olympia  Brown,  Wia. 

Mrs.  W.  G.  Brown,  W  Va. 

Mrs.  Henry  Bruere,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Robert  Bruere,  D.  C. 

Miss  Mary  A.  Burnham,  Pa. 

Mrs.  Dora  Phelps  Buell,  Col. 

Mrs.  Annie  Wells  Cannon,  Utah 
Mrs.  John  Carey,  Ind. 

Mrs.  Joseph  Carey,  Wyo. 

Mrs.  Elinor  Carlisle,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Margaret  Zane  Cherdron,  Utah 
Mrs.  Ross  A.  Collins,  Miss. 

Miss  Anna  Constable,  N.  V. 

Mrs.  Vincent  Cook,  Ore. 

Mrs.  Frank  Cothren.  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  R.  P.  Crump,  Miss. 

Mrs.  Lucius  M.  Cuthbert,  Col. 


Miss  Lavinia  Dock,  Pa. 

Mrs.  Rheta  Childe  Dorr,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Victor  du  Pont,  Delaware 
Mias  Crystal  Eastman,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  John  C.  Edwards,  Mass. 

Mrs.  Henry  Ess,  Mo. 

Mrs.  J.  Bordon  Estee,  Vt. 

Mrs.  Sara  Bard  Field,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Robert  Patterson  Finley,  N  J. 
Mrs.  William  Floyd,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Marie  Moore  Forrest,  D.  C. 

Mrs.  J.  Andre  Fouilhoux,  Ore. 

Mrs.  L.  Crozier  French,  Tenn. 

Mrs.  Emma  Maddox  Funck,  Md. 

Mrs.  Mary  Garbutt,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Susan  Lawrence  Gehrman,  Ill. 
Mrs.  Charlotte  Perkins  Gilman,  N.  Y- 
Mrs.  Adolphus  E.  Graupner,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Sarah  Week  Gribi,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Jennie  Law  Hardy,  Mich. 

Mrs.  F.  R.  Hazard,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  William  Randolph  Hearst,  N.  Y. 
Mrs.  George  Hendrie,  Mich. 

Mrs.  Elon  Huntington  Hooker,  N.  Y. 
Mrs.  Henry  E.  Hovey,  N.  H. 

Mrs.  Frederick  C.  Howe,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Inez  Haynes  Irwin,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Ada  James,  Wia.  — • 

Mr9.  Agnes  Tenks,  R.  I. 

Mrs.  Adelaide  Johnson,  N.  Y, 

Miss  Marie  Ernst  Kennedy,  Pa. 

Mrs.  Charles  Gilmore  Kerley,  N.  Y. 
Dr.  Cora  Smith  King,  Wa eh. 


Miss  Fola  La  Follette,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Gail  Laughlin,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Samuel  A.  Lindsay.  Tex. 

Dr.  Sarah  H.  Lockrey,  Pa. 

Miss  Marian  May,  N.  Y. 

Mrs,  Lillian  M.  McAdow,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  John  E.  McCall,  Tenn. 

Miss  Belle  McGibeny,  N.  J. 

Miss  Bernice  McCoy,  Idaho 
Mrs.  Benton  MacKaye,  D.  C. 

Miss  Hazel  MacKaye,  Mass. 

Mrs.  Ida  Finney  Mackrille,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Lionel  S.  Marks,  Mas*. 

Mrs.  Marcus  M.  Marks,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Julia  Marlowe,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Helen  Marot,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Edythe  Wynne  Matthisoa,  Cau*. 
Mrs.  Cyrus  Mead,  Ohio 
Miss  Vid~  Milholland,  N.  Y. 

Miss  Katherine  A.  Morey,  Maus. 

Mrs.  John  T.  Morrison,  Idaho 
Mrs.  Henry  Moskowitz,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  William  Spencer  Murrav,  Md. 
Mrs.  Meredith  Nicholson,  Ind. 

Mrs.  Mary  Nolan,  Fla. 

Mrs.  Fremont  Older,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Marsden  Perry,  R.  I. 

Mrs.  Horton  Pope,  Colorado 
Mrs.  Annie  G.  Porritt,  Conn. 

Mrs.  W.  H.  Ridenbaugh,  Idaho 
Mrs.  James  M.  Rector,  Ohio 
Mrs.  Isaac  Reese,  Tenn. 

Miss  Ella  Riegel,  Pa. 


Mrs.  Julius  Rosen wald,  Ill. 

Mrs.  A.  S.  Rossin,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  Charles  Edward  Russell,  D.  C-. 
Mrs.  Frederick  Sanborn,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Townsend  Scott,  Md. 

Mrs.  Samuel  Shields,  Tenn. 

Mrs.  Eugene  Shippen,  Mich. 

Mrs.  Frances  Thurber  Seal,  N.  Y. 
Mrs.  Mary  Wright  Sewall,  Ind. 
Mrs.  Austin  Sperry,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Albert  Steinfeld.  Ariz. 

Mrs.  Julius  Stone,  Ohio 
Miss  Grace  Strachan,  N.  Y. 

Mrs.  David  D.  Terry,  Ark. 

Mrs.  Mary  C.  Therkelson,  Ore. 

Mr6.  Robert  Gibbes  Thomas,  S.  C> 
Mrs.  W.  I.  Thomas,  III. 

Miss  Clara  L.  Thompson,  Mo. 

Mrs.  William  B.  Thompson,  N.  Y. 
Mrs.  Shelley  Tolhurst,  Cal. 

Mrs.  Samuel  Untermeyer,  N.  Y. 
Mrs.  J.  P.  Vollmer,  Idaho 
Mrs.  Hattie  D.  M.  Wallis,  Col. 

Mrs.  Thomas  F.  Walsh,  D.  C. 

Mrs.  Adeline  Otero  Warren,  N.  M. 
Mrs.  James  Whittemore,  Mich. 

Dr.  Marion  Walker  Williams,  Aris. 
Miss  Fannie  Witherspoon,  Miss. 
Mrs.  F.  L.  Woodward,  Colo. 

Mrs.  Pope  Yeatman,  Pa. 

Mrs.  S.  B.  M.  Young,  Mont. 

Mrs.  Fanny  Bloomfield  Zeisler,  III 


Headquarters  Maintenance  Committed 
Mrs.  William  Kent 

Finance 

Mrs,  Lawrence  Lewi* 

Legislative 

Miss  Maud  Younger 


Miss  Lucv  Branhais 
Mrs.  Linetta  Cooper 
Mr* s  Mary  Dnbrow 


National 

State  Legislative  Chairmen 
Mass. — Miss  Katherine  Morey 
Mich. — Mrs.  Lucia  Grimes 
N.  Y. — Mrs.  Wilmer  Kearns 
(Greater  New  York) 

Mrs.  Wm.  K.  Blauvelt 
(up  state) 

N.  D. — Miss  Aldyth  Ward 

pa.  — Miss  Marie  Ernst  Kennedy 

Texas — Mrs.  Clara  Snell  Wolfe 


National 

Miss  Julia  Emory 
Miss  Catherine  M.  Flanagan 
Miss  Betty  Gram 


Departments 

Political 

Mrs.  Abby  Scott  Baker 


Press 

Mrs.  Florence  Brewer  Beeck- 

Organizers 

Mis9  Elsie  Hill 

Miss  Caroline  Katzensteia 

Mrs.  Charles  F.  Moller 


State  Press  Chairmen 
Colorado — Mrs.  Iris  Calderhead  Walker 
Connecticut — Mrs.  Annie  G.  Porritt 
Delaware — Mrs.  Mary  E.  Brown 
Florida — Miss  Sue  Pope 
Georgia — Miss  Eleanor  Raoul 
Illinois — Miss  Lucy  Ewing 
Maine — Mrs.  Madaleine  Louis  Freeman 
New  Hampshire-^-Mrs.  Lillian  Ainsworth 
New  Mexico — Miss  Bertha  Becker 
Pennsylvania — Miss  Caroline  Katzenstsi-* 
South  Carolina — Miss  Mabel  Pollitzer 
Texas — Miss  Ruby  Black 
Virginia — Miss  J.  S.  Jennings 


Miss  Vivian  Pierce 
Miss  Anita  Pollitzer 
Miss  Margaret  Whittemore 
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Notes  of  the  Week 


British  Enfranchisement  Restrictions  Re¬ 
main 

HE  promised  bill  to  take  the  place  of  the 
Woman’s  Emancipation  bill  which  was 
recently  defeated  by  the  administration 
forces  in  the  British  Parliament  has  passed 
two  readings  in  the  House  of  Lords.  The  for¬ 
mer  bill  which  was  introduced  by  a  labour 
member  would  have  given  to  women  over 
thirty  the  franchise  on  the  same  terms  as  men. 
The  government  bill  does  not  change  the  fran¬ 
chise  nor  does  it  remove  the  disqualifications 
excluding  women  from  the  higher  ranks  of  the 
civil  service.  It  contains  a  clause  entitling 
peeresses  in  their  own  right  to  sit  in  the  House 
of  Lords.  This  clause  was  included  only  as  a 
concession  to  some  factions.  It  is  announced 
that  this  clause  will  probably  be  defeated  be¬ 
fore  the  bill  is  finally  passed.  The  British 
Government’s  promises  to  the  women  to  re¬ 
place  the  Emancipation  Bill  by  one  equally 
good  have  not  materialized,  it  appears. 

French  Suffrage  Deputations 

EFORE  the  defeat  of  the  suffrage  bill  in 
the  committee  of  the  French  Senate  a 
committee  of  women  spoke  before  the 
Senate.  French  Senators  gave  as  reasons  for 
postponing  suffrage — the  strikes,  the  peace 
treaty,  the  law  for  electoral  reform.  The  com¬ 
munication  read  to  the  Senate  by  the  women 
stated  that  women  who  have  been  granted  the 
franchise  in  other  countries  have  specialised  in 
childhood  problems,  hygiene,  education,  and 
morality.  The  French  women  wish  also  to 
work  for  these  things  with  full  political  power. 
They  wish  also  to  help  in  the  immediate  reor¬ 
ganization  of  the  country.  They  do  not  wish 
to  suffer  the  humiliation  of  being  denied  what 
has  been  given  women  of  other  countries. 

Besides  the  delegation  from  the  suffrage  so¬ 
cieties  which  waited  upon  the  Senate  there  was 
one  of  women  workers,  one  of  war  widows, 
and  a  possible  one  from  Alsace  Lorraine. 

Roumanian  Suffrage  Propaganda 

N  Roumania  where  the  women  are  not  al¬ 
lowed  to  make  street  speeches  for  suffrage, 
they  are  selling  their  paper  called  the 
"Rights  of  Women”  on  the  streets.  They  find 
this  a  useful  method  of  spreading  propaganda  as 
it  was  found  to  be  also  in  this  country.  The 
fact  that  in  Bessarabia  and  Transylvania,  now 
reunited  with  Roumania,  women  have  the 
vote  is  a  useful  argument  in  urging  the  eman¬ 
cipation  of  all  Roumanian  women.  One  suf¬ 
frage  society  is  seeking  the  vote  for  the  edu¬ 
cated  women  only  and  not  for  the  working  wo¬ 
men  or  the  peasants.  The  larger  and  more  in¬ 
fluential  society  is  working  for  suffrage  for  all 
women. 


Fluctuating  Minimums 

•“jP*  HERE  are  now  minimum  wage  laws  for 

JL  women  in  twelve  states  in  addition  to  the 
District  of  Columbia.  The  figures  in  the 
various  states  vary  considerably. 

California — $13.50  a  week  in  fruit  and  vege¬ 
table  canneries  and  laundries. 

Kansas — $8.50  a  week  in  shops  and  laundries. 
$11  a  week  in  factories. 

Massachusetts — $9  a  week  in  clothing  indus¬ 
try.  $10  a  week  in  millinery  trade.  $8.50  a 
week  in  shops.  $8  a  week  in  laundries. 

Minnesota — $9  a  week  in  mercantile  estab¬ 
lishments  and  offices  in  large  cities.  $8.50  a 
week  in  same  employment  in  smaller  cities. 
$8  a  week  in  same  employment  in  towns.  25 
cents  a  week  less  for  factory  work  in  each  case. 

Oregon — $48  a  month  in  offices.  $11  a  week 
in  shops.  $11.65  a  week  for  women  in  facto¬ 
ries  or  laundries  and  telephone  and  telegraph 
operators,  etc. 

Washington — $13.50  a  week  for  all  trades 
during  the  war. 

The  other  states  where  there  is  a  minimum 
for  women  are  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Nebraska, 
Ohio  and  Wisconsin.  The  lowest  figure  given 
for  each  state  is  of  course  the  minimum.  The 
politically  appointed  boards  which  determine 
how  much  it  takes  for  a  women  to  live  upon 
in  health  and  reasonable  comfort  have  in  no 
case,  it  appears,  made  the  mistake  of  being  too 
generous. 

German  Women  Sharing  in  Government 

IX  months  after  the  granting  of  suffrage 
to  German  women,  and  four  months  after 
they  wefe  able  to  make  use  of  the  vote 
shows  thirty-eight  women  members  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Assembly,  eighty  women  on  the  legisla¬ 
tive  bodies  of  the  various  federal  states,  and 
several  hundred  women  town  councillors. 
More  than  half  these  women  are  Social  Demo¬ 
crats. 

The  Reichsverband,  the  suffrage  society  is 
engaged  in  a  lively  debate  whether  to  dissolve 
or  to  turn  into  a  society  for  the  political  edu¬ 
cation  of  women. 

Anti-Suffragists  in  New  Jersey  Bill 

HE  anti-suffrage  society  of  New  Jersey  is 
endeavoring  to  secure  a  referendum  to 
the  men  of  the  state  on  the  question  of 
ratifying  the  suffrage  amendment. 

The  Death  of  Miss  Josephine  C.  Locke 

N  the  death  of  Miss  Josephine  C.  Locke,  of 
Chicago,  on  July  2,  1919,  the  cause  of  wo¬ 
man  suffrage  loses  a  staunch  supporter  and 
a  very  valued  and  valuable  friend.  Miss  Locke 
was  by  profession  a  teacher;  she  was  always 
much  interested  in  the  freedom  of  women.  Al¬ 
though  she  was  sixty-five  years  old  at  the  time, 


she  took  part  in  the  march  of  suffragists 
around  the  White  House  in  March,  1916 — with 
no  thought  of  giving  up  on  account  of  the  rain 
and  sleet. 

British  Cooperative  Movement 

HE  president  of  the  Woman’s  Cooperative 
Guild  of  Great  Britain,  Mrs.  Eleanor  Bar¬ 
ton,  was  recently  in  this  country  as  a  rep¬ 
resentative  to  the  Child  Welfare  Conference  of 
the  Children’s  Bureau.  In  an  interview  about 
the  Cooperative  Guild  Mrs.  Barton  said  that  it 
is  composed  of  30,000  women,  members  of 
working  class  families  and  represents  pratically 
every  trade  in  the  country,  because  the  mem¬ 
bers  are  the  wives  and  mothers  of  the  men  and 
boys  who  work  in  all  trades.  The  object  of 
the  Guild  was  originally  merely  to  buy  co¬ 
operatively  and  to  bring  the  consumer  in  touch 
with  the  producer  so  that  the  former  might 
work  for  reforms  for  the  latter  as  well  as  for 
better  prices  for  the  consumer.  The  scope  of 
the  society  has  now  widened  greatly.  Whereas 
the  members  in  their  meetings  formerly  de¬ 
voted  their  time  to  a  discussion  of  domestic 
problems  only,  they  began  to  consider  local  af¬ 
fairs,  from  that  they  took  up  national  issues 
and  now  they  discuss  international  questions 
and  take  positions  in  regard  to  them. 

These  women  have  taken  an  active  part  in 
the  labor  fight  by  putting  the  power  of  their 
organization  back  of  demands  by  women  for 
better  wages  and  working  conditions. 

Italian  Women  and  Franchise 

HE  Italian  women  are  waiting  eagerly  this 
month  for  an  electoral  reform  bill  which 
will  create  a  situation  making  it  possible 
to  introduce  a  woman  suffrage  bill  as  a  rela¬ 
tive  issue. 

Should  this  bill  be  passed  immediately  it  will 
give  the  women  of  Italy  the  right  to  take  part 
in  the  coming  parliamentary  elections  next 
month. 

There  is,  however,  the  feeling  that  an  at¬ 
tempt  will  be  made  to  amend  any  suffrage  bill 
so  that  it  will  not  effect  this  year’s  elections. 

The  Italian  women  realize  that  this  will 
come  from  the  parties  which  have  not  time  to 
organize  thoroughly.  The  women  will,  how¬ 
ever,  line  up  all  their  force  for  the  passage  of 
their  bill  without  the  contemplated  amend¬ 
ment. 

Philadelphia  Women  on  Citizenship 
Committee 

COMMITTEE  of  one  hundred  citizens 
of  Philadelphia  has  been  formed  to  se¬ 
lect  an  independent  candidate  for  mayor 
of  the  city.  The  committee  includes  seven 
women.  The  women  will  be  able  to  vote  for 
the  candidate  they  help  to  select  if  twenty-five 
more  states  ratify  the  suffrage  amendment  by 
November  4. 
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THE  NATIONAL  SUFFRAGE 
AMENDMENT 

Joint  resolution  (H.  J.  Res.  1)  proposing  an  amendment 
to  the  Constitution  extending  the  right  of  suffrage  to  women. 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 
the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled  (two- 
thirds  of  each  House  concurring  therein),  That  the  following 
article  is  proposed  as  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution 
which  shall  be  valid  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as  part  of 
the  Constitution  when  ratified  by  legislatures  of  three-fourths 
of  the  several  states: 

“ARTICLE.— The  right  of  citizens  of  the  United  States  to 
vote  shall  not  be  denied  or  abridged  by  the  United  States  or 
by  any  State  on  account  of  sex. 

“Congress  shall  have  power  to  enforce  this  article  by  ap¬ 
propriate  legislation.” 


adverse  minority. 


HISTORY  OF  THE  AMENDMENT 

Drafted 

By  Susan  B.  Anthony  in  1875. 

First  Introduced 

January  10,  1878,  by  Hon.  A.  A.  Sargent,  in  the  Senate. 

Reported  from  Committee 
In  the  Senate 

1878,  Adverse  majority. 

1879,  Favorable  minority. 

1882,  Favorable  majority,  adverse  minority. 

1884,  Favorable  majority,  adverse  minority. 

1886,  Favorable  majority. 

1890,  Favorable  majority. 

1892,  Favorable  majority, 

1896,  Adverse  majority. 

1913,  Favorable  majority. 

1914,  Favorable  majority. 

1917,  Favorable  majority. 

1919,  Unanimously  favorably. 

In  the  House 

1883,  Favorable  majority. 

1884,  Adverse  majority,  favorable  minority. 

1886,  Favorable  minority. 

1890,  Favorable  majority. 

1894,  Adverse  majority. 

1914,  Without  recommendation. 

1916,  Without  recommendation. 

1917,  Without  recommendation. 

1918,  Favorable  majority. 

1919,  Favorable  majority. 

Voted  Upon 
In  the  Senate 

January  25,  1887.  Yeas  16,  nays  34  Absent  25  (of 
whom  4  were  announced  as  for  and  2  against). 

March  19,  1914.  Yeas  35,  nays  34,  failing  by  11  of  the 

necessary  two-thirds  vote.  ^  ,  _  .  ., 

October  1,  1918,  yeas  54,  nays  30,  failing  by  2  ot  the 

two-thirds  vote.  ,  - 

February  10,  1919,  yeas  55,  nays  29,  failing  by  one  of 
the  necessary  two-thirds  vote. 

June  4,  1919,  yeas  56,  nays  25,  passing  by  2  votes  over 
necessary  two-thirds  majority. 

^January*  12*,  1915.  Yeas  174,  nays  204,  failing  by  78  of 
the  necessary  two-thirds  vote. 

January  10,  1918.  Yeas  274,  nays  136,  passing  by  one 
vote  over  necessary  two-thirds  majority. 

May  21,  1919.  Yeas  304,  nays  89,  passing  by  42  votes 
over  necessary  two-thirds  majority. 


ratification  by  states 

1  Wisconsin,  June  10,  1919 
House  Vote  54  to  2 

Senate  Vote  24  to  1 

2  Michigan,  June  10,  1919 

Both  Houses  Unanimous 

3  Kansas,  June  16,  1919 

Both  Houses  Unanimous 

4  Ohio.  June  16,  1919 
House  Vote  73  to  6 
Senate  Vote  27  to  3 

5  New  York,  June  6,  1919 

Both  Houses  Unanimous 

6  Illinois,  June  17,  1919 

House  vote  133  to  4 
Senate  Vote  unanimous 

7  Pennsylvania,  June  24,  1919 

House  Vote  153  to  44 

Senate  Vote  32  to  6 

8  Massachusetts,  June  25,  1919 

House  Vote  185  to  47 

Senate  Vote  34  to  5 

9  Texas,  June  28,  1919 
House  Vote  96  to  21 
Senate  Vote  Unanimous 

10  Iowa,  July  2,  1919 

House  Vote  95  to  5 

Senate  Vote  Unanimous 

11  Missouri,  July  3,  1919 
House  Vote  125  to  4 
Senate  Vote  28  to  3 
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Special  Sessions  and  the  Franchise  for  Soldiers 

THE  demand  for  special  sessions  of  state  legislatures  for  the  purpose  of 
immediate  ratification  of  the  suffrage  amendment  has  raised  an  unwonted 
excitement  over  the  country.  National  and  state  Party  Committees, 
Governors,  and  other  men  in  high  state  or  party  positions  are  bestirring  them¬ 
selves  to  urge  special  sessions  in  the  states  and  sections  and  for  the  good  of 
the  party  in  which  they  are  interested.  Other  governors  and  politicians  are 
decrying  the  movement  and  deprecating  the  necessity.  These  latter  clamor 
greatly  about  the  expense  and  trouble  of  special  sessions,  and  continue  to 
clamor  even  after  disinterested  citizens  offer  to  bear  the  expense,  or  legisla¬ 
tors  agree  to  forego  their  pay  or  mileage.  They  denounce  the  women  who  are 
making  these  “absurd”  requests  as  “impatient,”  “irrational,”  “totally  unrea¬ 
sonable  in  their  demands.” 

HAS  there  ever  been  a  time  -when  the  political  expression  of  any  group  of 
men  was  even  temporarily  at  stake,  that  any  lengths  seemed  too  far  to 
go  in  order  to  remedy  that  situation  and  leave  man’s  right  to  suffrage 
unimpaired?  Has  the  question  of  expense  or  of  political  expediency  ever  im¬ 
peded  whatever  action  men  deemed  it  necessary  to  undertake  for  the  accom¬ 
plishment  of  their  purpose? 

TAKE,  for  instance,  the  latest  record  of  such  a  case— with  reference  to  fran¬ 
chise  for  soldiers.  In  1916  when  the  men  of  the  National  Guard  units  were 
concentrated  on  the  Mexican  Border,  and  later  when  the  draft  and  the 
volunteer  service  took  men  overseas  to  fight  in  France  even  when  only  a 
small  proportion  of  the  male  voting  strength  of  the  United  States  was  as  yet 
thus  threatened  and  these  men  deprived  for  the  time  being  of  their  right  of 
franchise— did  we  hear  any  objections  raised  to  the  haste  with  which  provis¬ 
ions  were  made  for  their  participation  in  the  elections  “back  home?  It  did 
not  then  seem  too  much  to  ask  of  the  honorable  gentlemen  who  are  now  op¬ 
posing  immediate  ratification,  that  the  deplorable  situation  be  rectified  imme¬ 
diately.  It  did  not  even  create  a  murmur  when  it  was  proposed  that  ceitain 
states  whose  legislatures  were  not  in  regular  session  should  call  special  ses¬ 
sions  for  action  on  the  resolution  permitting  soldiers  to  vote  in  all  elections 
while  on  the  Mexican  Border;  even  such  states,  among  others,  as  Minnesota 
and  Wisconsin,  which  had  sent  but  small  quotas  of  men  to  the  Rio  Grande. 
Nor  was  there  any  astonishment  exhibited  later  when  other  states  held  special 
sessions  to  arrange  for  the  franchise  of  men  in  service  overseas  such  states 
as  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Arizona,  South  Drkota,  and  others  of  which  the 
ones  mentioned  are  only  typical. 

IT  is  quite  as  just,  quite  as  necessary,  quite  as  politically  expedient,  even,  and 
surely  no  whit  more  an  “outrageous  demand,”  that  enough  state  legisla¬ 
tures  should  hold  special  sessions  immediately  in  order  to  complete  the 
enfranchisement  of  millions  of  American  women  before  the  Autumn  elections. 
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THERE  is  one  aspect  of  the  process  of 
ratification  of  the  federal  suffrage  amend¬ 
ment  which  has  perhaps  not  received  as 
much  attention  as  it  deserves  from  those  op¬ 
ponents  who  still  imagine  that  votes  for  wo¬ 
men  can  be  averted.  This  is  that  each  state 
that  ratifies  adds  momentum  to  the  process, 
and  makes  easier  and  more  certain  the  ratifi¬ 
cation  by  other  states.  The  reasons  for  this  are 
two-fold,  each  reason  by  itself  of  immense  im¬ 
portance.  Taken  together  it  will  be  seen  that 
on  account  of  them  speedy  ratification  becomes 
more  certain  and  inevitable  with  each  of  the 
states  that  comes  in. 

When  the  suffrage  amendment  was  first 
pushed  by  the  National  Woman’s  Party,  it  was 
taken  as  assured  that  the  first  states  to  ratify 
would  be  the  states  of  the  far  west  where  wo¬ 
man  suffrage  has  been  longest  in  operation.  It 
was  also  assumed  that  the  example  of  these 
states  would  count  for  little  with  the  great 
states  of  the  east  and  middle,  and  that  the  fact 
that  several  states  had  ratified  would  make  lit¬ 
tle  impression  on  the  legislatures  of  other 
states.  Quite  the  contrary  has  proved  to  be 
the  case.  The  states  that  were  first  to  ratify 
were  big  and  important  states,  some  of  them 
states  where  women  had  not  been  given  any 
suffrage  rights  at  all— like  Pennsylvania— and 
some  of  them  states  where  these  rights  were 
very  scanty  as  in  Massachusetts  and  Ohio. 

The  fact  that  these  states  have  ratified  nec¬ 
essarily  exerts  an  enormous  influence  over  the 


By  Annie  G.  Porritt 

other  states.  There  is  no  legislature  that  can 
disregard  the  action  of  the  men  of  all  parties 
in  these  great  metropolitan  states.  The  Demo¬ 
crats  of  the  South,  the  Republicans  of  New 
England,  and  both  Republicans  and  Democrats 
of  the  Middle  West  must  sit  up  and  take  no¬ 
tice  when  they  read  the  division  lists  on  the 
ratification  resolution  in  New  York,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Texas  and  the  other 
nine  states  that  have  already  acted.  Every 
new  state  that  comes  in  strengthens  the  forces 
of  the  suffragists  and  weakens  the  power  of 
the  opposition. 

But  there  is  also  another  reason  why  every 
state  that  ratifies  makes  more  certain  ratifica¬ 
tion  by  the  other  states.  This  is  because  with 
ratification  completed  the  suffrage  workers  of 
that  state  are  released  from  local  work  and 
made  available  for  work  in  other  states.  The 
suffrage  funds  of  the  state  also  become  avail¬ 
able  for  national  work,  and  as  the  workers  are 
naturally  not  satisfied  with  local  ratification, 
which  is  useless  until  thirty-six  states  have 
acted,  there  is  no.  cessation  in  the  flow  of 
money  into  suffrage  treasuries,  so  long  as 
money  is  needed  for  campaigns  in  any  states 
in  the  Union. 

The  vast  importance  of  ratification  in  New 
York,  Massachusetts  and  Ohio  thus  becomes 
obvious.  New  York  and  Massachusetts  were 
the  headquarters  of  the  suffrage  movement 
from  the  earliest  days  of  the  struggle.  Of  re¬ 
cent  years  New  York  has  spent  more  money 


on  woman  suffrage  than  any  other  state 
than  any  other  two  or  three  states  combined. 
The  generosity  of  the  New  York  suffragists 
has  been  in  proportion  to  their  greater  re¬ 
sources,  and  New  York  money  has  gone  treely 
into  the  treasury  of  the  National  Woman’s 
Party  to  help  in  all  the  agitation  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  when  it  was  necessary  to  bring  pressure 
to  bear  on  Congress.  The  New  York  women 
are  not  going  to  give  up  now  that  the  race  is 
nearly  won,  and  if  money  is  needed  for  cam¬ 
paigns  in  any  states  where  legislatures  have 
to  be  made  to  see  the  light,  there  will  be 
money  available  from  the  states  where  ratifi¬ 
cation  is  completed  and  there  is  no  more  need 
for  local  expenditure  on  suffrage. 

And  it  is  much  more  than  money  that  is  be¬ 
ing  thus  released.  The  suffrage  workers  whc 
have  helped  in  the  campaigns  for  ratification 
in  the  eleven  states  which  have  now  acted  are 
also  freed  from  local  work  and  ready  to  throw 
their  energies  into  other  states.  Experience 
has  long  proved  that  any  state  can  be  won 
for  suffrage  if  enough  workers  are  available. 
This  is  true  even  for  the  tremendously  labor¬ 
ious  task  of  fighting  a  state  constitutional 
amendment  referendum.  It  is  still  more  true 
when  only  the  Senate  and  Representatives  of 
the  State  Legislature  are  needed  Education 
is  all  that  is  necessary  and  each  state  that  rat¬ 
ifies  liberates  forces  for  education  which  can 
be  used  just  where  they  are  most  needed. 


This  is  a  Democratic  measure.  No  one  can 
escape  that  fact.  No  Democrat  can  shirk  his 
responsibility. 

But  then  there  is  another  and  very  interest¬ 
ing  and  important  national  political  view  to 
take  of  the  question  of  ratification. 

As  shown  by  a  map  published  in  The  Jour¬ 
nal  last  Sunday,  fifteen  states  already  give 
complete  suffrage  to  women  on  equal  terms 
with  men;  and  it  was  further  shown  that  fif¬ 
teen  and  a  half  million  of  them  live  in  states 
that  have  given  them  the  right  to  vote  for  the 
next  president;  and  concerning  this  feature  of 
the  problem  involved,  we  should  remember 
that  Josephus  Daniels,  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
said,  “At  least  we  Democrats  cannot  deny  that 
she  knew  what  she  was  about  when  it  was 
largely  due  to  the  vote  of  the  women  in  the 
Western  States  that  made  possible  the  election 
of  President  Wilson." 

Shall  the  women  of  Alabama  and  the  next 
presidency  be  sacrificed  to  save  Underwood’s 
political  scalp?  Let  the  Alabama  legislators 
be  courageous  and  chivalric  enough  to  answer 
and  let  that  answer  be  in  the  negative. — Mont¬ 
gomery,  Ala.,  Journal,  July  17,  1919. 


ARE  the  leaders  in  the  movement  to  de¬ 
feat  the  ratification  of  the  woman  suf¬ 
frage  amendment  not  acting  under 
cover?  Are  they  confiding  to  us  the  real  rea¬ 
sons  for  their  strenuous  and  hysterical  oppo¬ 
sition  to  a  measure  which  has  the  endorse¬ 
ment  of  the  Democratic  Party,  so  far  as  it  is 
with  the  recommendations  of  the  National 
Committee  as  expressed  in  the  resolutions. 

The  resolutions  are  strong,  clear  as  a  bell, 
leaving  no  doubt  of  the  committee’s  anxiety 
that  Alabama,  and  all  Democratic  states, 
should  act  promptly  and  favorably. 

One  among  the  many  reasons  that  leads  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  opposition  is  acting 
under  cover  are  the  arguments  used  against 
the  amendment.  Many,  if  not  all,  of  them  are 
simply  absurd  and  should  not  be  taken  se¬ 
riously.  For  instance,  they  tell  us  loudly  and 
hysterically  that  Susan  B.  Anthony,  who  was 
the  author  of  the  amendment,  has  said  some 
ugly  and  mean  things  about  the  South.  Of 
course,  they  do  not  say  that  those  rantings 
were  fifty  years  ago,  when  sectional  bitterness 
ran  high.  But  of  course,  that  does  not  affect 
the  amendment.  The  question  is,  is  the  amend- 


I  he  Alabama  Game 

ment  right  or  wrong?  Are  women  entitled  to 
suffrage  or  are  they  not? 

But,  as  The  Journal  has  asked,  are  the  lead¬ 
ers  of  the  opposition  to  ratification  of  the 
amendment  acting  under  cover?  Have  they 
not  raised  false  issues  to  mislead  the  legisla¬ 
ture  and  the  people?  Is  not  the  real  reason 
clear — clear  as  the  noon  day  sun?  Are  they 
not  trying  to  save  the  political  scalp  of  Oscar 
Underwood,  federal  senator  from  Alabama, 
who  voted  against  the  suffrage  amendment, 
voted  against  prohibition,  seemingly  and  keep¬ 
ing  himself  out  of  touch  with  practically  every¬ 
body  and  everything  in  his  state  but  the  privi¬ 
leged  few?  And  if  they  succeed  in  their  ef¬ 
fort  to  defeat  ratification  of  the  amendment 
will  they  not  immediately  come  from  under 
cover,  and  will  exultantly  exclaim; 

“I  told  you  so;  it’s  first  blood  for  Underwood 
in  the  Alabama  senatorial  fight!"  And  then 
aside,  “Didn’t  we  fool  them!” 

Why  does  The  Journal  come  to  this  con¬ 
clusion?  Is  there  an  Underwood  supporter,  is 
there  an  anti-prohibitionist,  in  either  branch  of 
the  legislature  who  is  not  against  the  suffrage 
amendment? 
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This  is  Their  Record  in  Congress 
What  Will  be  the  Record  for  the  Future? 

What  Will  the  Democratic  Party  Do  About  Ratification? 
Georgia  and  Alabama  are  a  Bad  Beginning 
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Georgia  and  Alabama  Defeat  Ratification 


After  a  long,  hard  fight,  and  after  the  earn¬ 
est  efforts  of  those  in  the  state  who  were  hon¬ 
estly  favorable  to  the  ratification  of  the 
amendment  and  who  desired  the  Democratic 
Party  not  to  lose  the  advantage  to  be  gained 
by  favorable  action,  the  Georgia  legislature  de¬ 
feated  ratification  on  the  24th  of  July.  The 
vote  in  the  Senate  of  39  to  10,  and  in  the  House 
of  118  to  29,  gives  a  striking  picture  of  the 
stand  of  Democratic  Party  politics  in  that  state 
on  this  question  of  fundamental  democracy. 

The  ratification  leaders,  among  them  notice¬ 
ably  Senator  Elder,  made  every  effort  to  de¬ 
lay  action  for  the  present  and  save  the  Georgia 
Democratic  Party  the  name  of  defeating 
ratification.  But  this  effort  at  last  proved 
useless  and  ratification  is  dead  so  far  as  this 
session  of  the  Georgia  legislature  is  concerned. 
Just  prior  to  the  action  on  the  ratification  reso¬ 
lution  itself,  the  House  defeated  by  a  vote  of 
113  to  52  a  resolution  for  postponement  of  the 
issue,  and  this  was  recognized  as  the  death- 
knell  of  the  big  question  itself. 

THE  situation  in  Alabama  is  absolutely  at 
a  standstill.  Although  there  is  still  the 
possibility  of  a  reversal  of  the  defeat  in 
the  Senate  last  week,  and  although  suffragists 
are  still  on  the  spot,  there  seems  no  indication 
of  immediate  action.  Democratic  leaders 
assure  suffrage  leaders  that  there  is  yet 
hope,  but  what  hope  can  suffragists  see 
in  a  situation  which  is  nothing  more  nor  less 
than  a  deadlock,  and  where  not  the  least  dis¬ 
cernible  activity  is  taking  place?  If  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  Party  feels  that  it  can  yet  save  Alabama 
for  ratification,  let  it  take  steps  to  make  that 
a  surety.  There  is  at  present  no  indication 
that  activity,  when  it  comes,  will  be  favorable. 
It  is  thought  that  the  Senate  may  reverse  it¬ 
self,  and  that  if  it  does  the  House  will  be  cer¬ 
tain  to  take  favorable  action,  but  there  is  at 
present  no  evidence  that  this  will  ever  take 
place. 

The  only  possible  construction  that  suffra¬ 
gists  can  put  upon  the  situation  in  Alabama  is 
that  here  we  have  one  more  state  in  which  the 
and  loose  with  the  cause  of  ratification  only  to 
defeat  it  in  the  end. 


-  S  the  Democratic  Party  going  to  improve 
1.  upon  its  record  with  regard  to  the  suffrage 
question,  or  is  it  not?  Is  it  going  to  wake 
up  to  a  sense  of  opportunities  neglected  during 
its  two-term  failure  to  champion  the  cause  of 
woman’s  democracy  while  that  cause  was  in 
its  hands  in  Congress?  Will  it,  as  a  national 
party,  endeavor  now  to  speed  the  triumphant 
cause  to  an  early  and  final  goal,  or  will  it  neg¬ 
lect  this  opportunity  also,  and  continue  in  that 
obstinate  opposition  to  the  Federal  Suffrage 
Amendment,  an  opposition  which  can  only 
temporarily  put  off  the  day  of  universal  equal 
suffrage,  and  will  certainly  succeed  in  doing 
material  harm  to  the  Party’s  chances  for  na¬ 
tional  dominance  in  1920? 

THE  women  of  this  country  know  well 
enough  what  has  been  the  attitude  of  the 
Democratic  Party  during  the  first  two 
terms  of  President  Wilson’s  Administration 
know  with  what  difficulty  President  Wilson 
was  won  over  to  speak  for  the  Federal  Amend¬ 
ment,  and  how  in  the  end  he  did  not  speak  or 
act  strongly  enough  to  put  the  measure 
through  his  own  Congress.  They  know  that 
they  do  not  have  the  Democrats  to  thank  for 
the  submission  of  their  amendment  to  the 
states,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  both  par¬ 
ties  would  like  to  claim  that  credit.  They 
know  this  past  history;  the  question  is— what 
sort  of  new  history  are  the  Democrats  going 
to  make?  They  have  the  opportunity  now  to 
help  in  a  very  great  way  by  speeding  'ratifica¬ 
tion  through  those  states  where  they  are  in 
control,  and  of  thus  helping  enable  women  to 
use  that  privilege  which  the  United  States  Con¬ 
gress  of  June  1919  voted  she  should  be  given. 
Are  they  going  to  seize  this  opportunity  to  re¬ 
deem  themselves  in  the  eyes  of  the  voting  wo¬ 
manhood  of  America? 

The  recent  example  of  Georgia  and  Ala¬ 
bama,  the  most  Democratic  of  Democratic 
Southern  States,  does  not  give  any  very  hope¬ 
ful  answer. 

In  May,  1919,  the  Democratic  National  Com¬ 
mittee,  in  assembly  at  Chicago,  Illinois,  seeing 


that  the  new  Republican  Senate  of  the  United 
States  was  shortly  to  pass  the  long-disputed 
Susan  B.  Anthony  Amendment  for  submission 
to  the  state  legislatures,  passed  a  resolution, 
as  was  recorded  in  The  Suffragist  of  June  7, 
1919,  in  which  they  urged  speedy  Democratic 
action  upon  this  amendment,  even  to  the  call¬ 
ing  of  special  sessions  for  ratification  in  the 
states. 

This  resolution  passed  by  the  Democratic 
National  Committee  reads  as  follows: 

“Whereas,  the  Democratic  Committee  is 
committed  to  the  just  cause  of  woman  suf¬ 
frage,  and 

“Whereas,  it  now  seems  certain  that  the 
Federal  amendment  granting  suffrage  to  wo¬ 
men  will  within  a  few  days  pass  the  United 
States  Senate,  and 

“Whereas,  the  Democratic  Party  earn¬ 
estly  desires  that  women  of  all  states  may 
vote  in  the  election  of  1920, 

“Therefore,  be  it  resolved,  by  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  National  Committee  that  it  urge  the 
calling  of  special  sessions  of  state  legisla¬ 
tures  wherever  necessary  to  ratify  said 
amendment.” 

The  resolutions  were  unanimously  and  en¬ 
thusiastically  adopted. 

THIS  resolution  is  plain  enough  indication 
of  the  importance  which  the  Committee 
attaches  to  the  ratification  of  the  suffrage 
amendment  and  the  Democratic  Party  s  atti¬ 
tude  thereto.  Even  plainer  are  the  personal 
appeals  sent  from  Democratic  leaders  of  the 
committee,  from  members  of  the  cabinet,  and 
from  President  Wilson  himself,  to  the  gover¬ 
nors  and  legislators  of  those  Democratic  states 
where  the  issue  was  the  closest — appeals 
printed  in  last  week’s  Suffragist. 

But  all  this  is  of  no  worth  to  the  women  who 
are  relying  upon  complete  ratification  in  time 
to  take  part  in  the  Autumn  elections— of  no 
worth  whatever  unless  it  really  brings  results, 
unless  the  action  of  Georgia  and  Alabama  is 
made  good  elsewhere. 


States  Still  on  the  Ratification  Firing  Line 


HE  following  letter  came  to  the  executive 
1  office  of  the  National  Woman’s  Party,  rel¬ 
ative  to  th  ework  in  Utah,  where  a  special 
session  has  been  asked,  since  the  legislature  had 
its  regular  session  there  in  January,  and  does 
not  meet  again  for  two  years.  The  letter  is  from 
United  States  Senator  Reed  Smoot,  of  Utah, 
who  was  a  friend  of  the  suffrage  amendment 
while  it  was  yet  before  Congress,  and  whose 


word  in  behalf  of  the  special  session  in  his 
state  is  expected  to  have  weight  there. 

“United  States  Senate, 
“Committee  on  Public  Lands, 

“Reed  Smooth,  Utah,  Chairman. 

“July  17,  1919. 

“Miss  Alice  Paul,  Chairman 
“National  Woman’s  Party, 

“14  Jackson  Place,  Washington,  D.  C. 


“Dear  Miss  Paul: 

"I  note  from  the  issue  of  The  Suffragist  of 
July  12  that  some  eleven  states  have  ratified 
the  Susan  B.  Anthony  amendment,  which, 
when  ratified  by  a  sufficient  number  of  states, 
will  permit  women  to  vote  generally  through¬ 
out  the  United  States. 

“There  is  no  question  as  to  the  urgent  ne¬ 
cessity  for  ratification  by  extra  session  this 
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summer,  in  order  that  women  may  register  and 
vote  this  fall  in  important  municipal  elections, 
and  next  year  in  state  and  municipal  elections. 
The  need  for  extra  sessions  of  state  legisla¬ 
tures  is  all  the  more  pressing,  because  so  many 
legislatures  do  not  meet  in  regular  session  un¬ 
til  1921.  If  ratification  is  postponed  until  it 
comes  up  at  regular  legislative  sessions,  wo¬ 
men  will  not  be  permitted  in  many  of  the 
states  to  exercise  the  ballot  at  the  next  Presi¬ 
dential  election. 

“I  assure  you  that  I  am  heartily  in  favor  of 
extra  sessions  of  the  legislature  in  all  states 
where  they  can  possibly  be  held  this  summer, 
and  if  I  can  do  anything  to  assist  in  securing 
an  extra  session  of  the  legislature  of  my  own 
home  state  of  Utah,  it  will  give  me  pleasure. 
Utah,  in  fact,  should  be  especially  ready  to 
perform  the  service  of  ratification  in  time  to 
be  of  material  help  to  women  voters,  for  the 
reason  that,  while  Utah  shared  with  Wyoming 
the  honor  of  initiating  suffrage  in  the  United 
States,  Utah  is  entitled  to  the  first  honors, 
since  women  first  voted  in  Utah,  although  the 
vote  was  authorized  a  few  months  earlier  in 
Wyoming  than  in  Utah  for  a  restricted  class  of 
school  elections. 

“The  suffrage  idea  from  its  first  mountain 
home  is  indeed  spreading  to  both  sea-coasts, 
and  to  the  nation’s  ends.  I  trust  that  the  nec¬ 
essary  votes  of  ratification  will  be  obtained 
this  summer. 

“With  best  wishes,  I  remain, 

“Yours  truly, 

(Signed)  “Reed  Smoot.” 

NOTHER  state  where  the  calling  of  a 
special  session  now  seems  more  hopeful 
is  California.  It  is  thought  that  Gover¬ 
nor  Stephens  has  grown  more  disposed  toward 
this  needed  and  strongly  urged  procedure,  and 
that  the  necessary  order  from  him  may 
before  long  be  forthcoming.  Miss  Vivian 
Pierce,  who  has  been  acting  as  organizer  for 
the  campaign  work  in  California  since  the 
United  States  submitted  the  amendment  in 
June,  left  California  shortly  after  the  arrival  of 
Mrs.  William  Kent  from  Washington,  and  has 
gone  to  Portland,  Oregon. 

Numbers  of  requests  for  a  special  session 
and  immediate  ratification  have  gone  to  the 
Governor  of  Oregon  since  the  Oregon  legisla¬ 
ture  does  not  meet  regularly  until  1921,  and 
Miss  Pierce  has  gone  as  National  Organizer 
for  the  Woman’s  Party  to  direct  the  campaign 
there.  Mrs.  Kent,  with  the  ratification  com¬ 
mittee  formed  by  Miss  Pierce,  will  continue 
the  work  in  California,  which,  it  is  hoped,  will 
come  to  a  speedy  and  successful  issue. 
Governor  Olcott,  of  Oregon,  states  that 
if  a  majority  of  the  members  of  the  legislature 
request  a  special  session  and  agree  to  forego 
their  mileage,  he  is  willing  to  issue  the  call. 

Among  the  requests  which  have  gone  to  the 
Governor  is  one  recent  telegram  from  Con¬ 
gressman  McArthur,  of  Oregon,  a  copy  of 
which  follows: 


“July  26,  1919. 

“Governor  Ben.  W.  Olcott, 

“Salem,  Oregon. 

“I  earnestly  request  that  you  call  a  special 
session  of  Oregon  legislature  for  purpose  of 
ratifying  national  suffrage  amendment.  I  have 
wired  President  of  Senate  and  Speaker  of 
House  asking  them  to  use  their  influence  with 
members  to  waive  salary  and  mileage.  Ore¬ 
gon  has  been  a  leader  in  all  progressive  mat¬ 
ters  and  would  like  to  see  state  ratify  amend¬ 
ment  earliest  possible  date. 

“C.  N.  McArthur.” 

Official 

26412-K 

MRS.  Jessie  Hardy  MacKaye  has  gone  to 
Delaware  as  a  Woman’s  Part3'  Organ¬ 
izer,  to  open  a  campaign  for  a  special 
session  there.  With  the  assistance  of  Miss 
Katherine  Hilles,  a  daughter  of  Mrs.  Florence 
Bayard  Hilles,  Member  of  the  National  Execu¬ 
tive  Council  of  the  Woman’s  Party  and  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Delaware  branch,  at  present  abroad, 
Mrs.  MacKaye  has  begun  her  canvass  of  the 
state  in  order  to  ascertain  the  sentiment  of  the 
legislators  for  and  against  the  special  session 
before  approaching  the  Governor  upon  the 
matter.  She  reports  that  every  one  of  influ¬ 
ence  in  the  state  so  far  interviewed  seems  dis¬ 
posed  to  do  everything  that  they  can  for  the 
woman’s  campaign,  and  that  prospects  are  very 
good  indeed  for  Delaware  shortly  falling  into 
the  column  of  ratification  states. 

A  state-wide  conference  of  women  interested 
in  ratification  takes  place  at  the  Hotel  Dupont 
on  Monday,  July  28,  Mrs.  Fred.  Bringhurst, 
State  Vice-Chairman,  presiding,  at  which  it  is 
expected  that  resolutions  to  the  Governor  will 
be  drawn  up  and  sent  to  him,  together  with  the 
completed  poll  of  the  legislature  upon  the  que»- 
tion. 

MISS  Betty  Gram,  national  organizer,  who 
was  assisting  in  the  Alabama  and  Geor¬ 
gia  campaigns,  has  gone  to  Virginia  to 
lend  her  aid  to  the  work  which  is  progressing 
there  under  the  direction  of  Mrs.  Sophie  G. 
Meredith,  Virginia  State  Chairman.  Miss 
Gram  joins  Miss  Anita  Pollitzer,  National  Or¬ 
ganizer,  who  has  already  undertaken  the  can¬ 
vass  of  the  state  on  behalf  of  ratification. 

EFFORTS  are  being  made  in  Minnesota  to 
speed  up  ratification  in  that  state.  As 
the  Minnesota  legislature  does  not  meet 
in  regular  session  until  1921  it  will  be  neces¬ 
sary  for  the  Governor  to  call  a  special  session 
if  Minnesota  is  to  have  a  voice  in  ratification. 
Mrs.  Bertha  Moller,  organizer  for  the  state  rati¬ 
fication  committee  of  the  National  Woman’s 
Party,  is  arranging  a  deputation  to  the  Gover¬ 
nor  during  the  first  part  of  August,  when  he 
will  be  at  the  state  capital. 

Among  other  requests  for  a  special  session 
which  have  been  made,  the  most  recent  is  a 
resolution  passed  by  the  Minnesota  Federation 


of  Labor  in  convention  at  New  Ulm  on  July 
22,  demanding  that  the  Governor  cal!  a  special 
session  of  the  legislature  at  once  to  ratify  the 
suffrage  amendment. 

The  Minnesota  Branch  of  the  Woman’s 
Party,  of  which  Mrs.  A.  R.  Colvin  is  chair¬ 
man,  is  to  hold  its  annual  conference  on  the 
eighth  of  August  in  Minneapolis.  If  the  Gov¬ 
ernor  has  not  by  that  time  issued  a  call  for  a 
special  session,  they  will  take  further  action  in 
the  matter. 

THE  campaign  is  still  being  waged  with 
unremitting  energy  in  Maryland  in  the 
attempt  to  bring  the  Governor  to  the 
point  of  calling  a  special  session.  Mary¬ 
land  is  one  of  those  Southern  Democratic 
states  in  which  the  Democratic  Party  yet  has 
an  opportunity  to  redeem  itself  in  its  hitherto 
hostile  attitude  toward  the  great  mass  of  new 
voters  who  will  go  to  the  polls  for  the  Presi¬ 
dential  elections  of  next  year.  Is  Maryland 
going  to  follow  the  lead  of  Georgia  and  Ala¬ 
bama  and  confirm  the  stand  of  the  Democrats 
in  those  states  upon  this  question — regardless 
of  the  appeal  of  Party  leaders  for  the  support 
of  the  amendment? 

Mrs.  Donald  Hooker,  Chairman  of  the 
Maryland  Branch,  Mrs.  Robert  Walker  and 
Mrs.  T.  W.  Forbes,  are  constantly  active  in  the 
work  there,  while  Miss  Mary  Dubrow  and 
Miss  Julia  Emory,  national  organizers,  are 
working  in  and  around  Baltimore.  Mrs.  Abbie 
Scott  Baker,  Political  Chairman  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Woman’s  Party,  was  in  Baltimore  last 
week  to  confer  with  leaders  of  the  Demo¬ 
cratic  and  Republican  parties  in  Maryland  with 
regard  to  the  situation. 

In  the  face  of  the  poll  of  the  legislators  the 
majority  of  whom  have  registered  themselves 
in  favor  of  a  special  session  to  ratify,  the  Dem¬ 
ocratic  state  leaders  still  refuse  to  call  the  spe¬ 
cial  session,  and  even  come  out  in  the  press 
with  the  threat  of  possible  opposition  to  ratifi¬ 
cation  in  any  event. 

The  Republicans,  however,  realize  the  politi¬ 
cal  significance  of  ratification  and  have  an¬ 
nounced  that  they  will  incorporate  adoption  of 
the  amendment  in  their  platform.  The  state¬ 
ment  given  to  the  press  also  states  that  the 
Republican  candidates  are  prepared  to  stand 
firmly  by  their  platform  on  this  issue  and  will 
fight  hard  to  ratify  the  federal  amendment. 

GOVERNOR  Bartlett,  of  New  Hampshire, 
has  telegraphed  the  Governors  of  all 
states  asking  whether  the  states  in  ques¬ 
tion  had  adopted  or  would  afford  an  opportu¬ 
nity  for  the  adoption  of  the  Woman  Suffrage 
Amendment  before  the  next  Presidential  elec¬ 
tion.  He  said  he  would  call  the  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  legislature  into  special  session  for  that 
purpose  if  a  sufficient  number  of  states  would 
afford  a  similar  opportunity. 
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Comments  of  the  Press 


Up  to  You,  Governor  Beeckman 

NLESS  Governor  Beeckman  is  really  op¬ 
posed  to  votes  for  women,  as  some  say 
he  is,  he  can  no  longer  delay  the  call  for 
a  special  session  of  the  Legislature  to  pass  the 
Anthony  suffrage  amendment.  The  Democrats 
of  Rhode  Island,  speaking  through  their  offi¬ 
cial  State  Committee,  have  informed  Governor 
Beeckman  that  should  he  call  a  special  session 
they  will  not  bring  up  any  controversial  ques¬ 
tion  to  embarrass  him  or  his  party.  By  a  unani¬ 
mous  vote  they  have  asked  Mr.  Beeckman  to 
place  Rhode  Island,  without  delay,  in  the  list 
of  states  that  stand  for  the  civil  liberty  of  wo¬ 
men.  Our  example  will  help  win  the  fight  in 
other  sections  of  the  country. 

Governor  Beeckham  will  fail  of  his  plain 
duty  should  he  decline  to  act  at  once  upon 
this  vital  question.  Behind  the  call  to  him  is 
practically  all  the  citizenship  of  the  state.  The 
small  cost  of  a  special  session  can,  if  neces¬ 
sary,  be  met  from  private  funds.  The  work 
can  be  done  inside  of  an  hour.  The  New  York 
Legislature,  called  in  special  session  by  a 
courageous  Governor,  passed  a  concurrent  res¬ 
olution  for  the  woman  suffrage  amendment  in 
one  hour  and  twelve  minutes.  Rhode  Island 
can  do  as  well,  if  not  better,  but  it  cannot  do 
anything  unless  Governor  Beeckham  issues  a 
call  for  a  special  session  of  the  Legislature. — 
Providence,  Rhode  Island  News,  July  14,  1919. 

“The  Topic  of  the  Day  in  Montgomery” 

■  LTHOUGH  indications  pointed  Monday 
morning  to  Montgomery’s  having  one  of 
the  hottest  days  of  the  season  before 
her,  senators  and  members  of  the  house  began 
arriving  at  the  capitol  early.  Nothing  was 
talked  about  among  them  or  the  idlers  loung¬ 
ing  around  in  the  cool  corridors  of  the  build¬ 
ing,  but  the  pending  action  of  the  legislature 
on  the  woman's  suffrage  question.  Guesses 
were  flying  thick  and  fast  as  to  what  would  be 
the  outcome,  and  those  favoring  the  adoption 
of  the  amendment  seemed  to  be  in  the  lead 
and  gaining  strength.  The  stories  carried  in 
the  Journal  Sunday  morning  were  freely  dis¬ 
cussed  and  by  some  admitted  to  have  had  a 
wonderful  effect.  Many  of  the  legislators  are 
now  taking  a  second  thought  on  the  subject 
and  are  getting  word  from  home  which  indi¬ 
cates  a  great  change  is  coming  over  the  peo¬ 
ple  in  many  cases.  The  rural  districts  are  be¬ 
ginning  to  see  the  falsity  of  the  claims  of  the 
antis  as  to  the  wide  opening  of  the  gates  to 
the  polls  and  are  modifying  their  opinions  and 
are  so  expressing  them  to  their  representatives 
in  letters  and  telegrams,  many  of  which  have 
been  received,  it  is  said. — Montgomery,  Ala., 
Tournal,  July  14,  1919. 


Georgia  Says  “The  Party  Involved” 

N  the  face  of  earnest  counsel  by  national 
leaders  of  the  Democratic  Party,  the  Dem¬ 
ocrats  composing  the  Georgia  legislature 
can  have  no  excuse  for  deliberately  throwing 
an  obstacle  in  the  way  of  their  party's  success 
in  the  Presidential  election  of  1920. 

Georgia  stands  out,  as  the  foremost  rock- 
ribbed  Democratic  state  of  the  union. 

For  it,  of  all  states,  to  flaunt  defiance  in 
the  face  of  the  national  party  organization — 
and,  premeditatedly,  “with  malice  afore¬ 
thought” — do  a  thing  which  will  prove  disas¬ 
trous  to  the  party,  and  which  will  lose  it  a 
half  dozen  states,  is  unthinkable. 

The  very  fact  that  the  general  assembly  is 
hesitating  in  its  previous  mad  effort  to  rush  an 
adverse  vote  on  the  amendment  indicates  that 
it  is  at  last  listening  to  reason. 

If  anything  were  to  be  gained  by  bulling  this 
issue  through  it  would  be  a  different  matter. 
If  there  were  necessity  for  an  immediate  show¬ 
down  to  reveal  just  how  the  Georgia  general 
assembly  stands  on  the  question  of  woman 
suffrage,  it  would  be  a  different  thing.  If  ad¬ 
verse  action  by  this  legislature  were  necessary 
to  forestall  national  enfranchisement  of  wo¬ 
men  the  opponents  of  suffrage  in  our  legisla¬ 
ture,  would,  perhaps,  be  justified  in  hastening 
to  place  the  state  on  record. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  the  at¬ 
torney  general,  the  secretary  of  the  navy  and 
the  chairman  of  the  National  Democratic  Party 
organization  have  all  united  in  urging  the 
Democratic  states  of  the  South  not  to  embar¬ 
rass  the  party  by  forcing  adverse  action  at 
this  time  upon  the  pending  amendment. 

Can  such  appeals  be  ignored  by  loyal  Demo¬ 
crats? 

Such  action,  while  it  cannot  possibly  defeat 
the  amendment  nationally,  would  mean  the  loss 
of  several  doubtful  states  to  the  democracy, 
and  perhaps  will  make  impossible  democratic 
success  in  1920. 

The  national  leaders  who  have  appealed  to 
the  southern  states  to  move  with  prudence  and 
caution  for  the  sake  of  party  welfare  nationally, 
know  what  they  are  talking  about.  They  are 
in  position  to  judge  the  situation  and  to  weigh 
consequences.  They  are  not  looking  at  the 
question  from  a  local  viewpoint,  but  from  the 
standpoint  of  leaders  who  are  in  intimate  touch 
with  the  national  situation. 

Surely  the  Georgia  legislature  will  listen  to 
such  men,  and  will  heed  their  warning! — The 
Georgia  Constitution,  July  15,  1919. 

Justice  Advanced 

HE  United  States  Senate,  yesterday,  by 
a  vote  of  more  than  two  to  one  subscrib¬ 
ed  to  the  theory  that  Abraham  Lincoln 
included  women  among  the  “people”  of  whom 
he  said  this  is  a  government  of,  for  and,  more 


particularly,  by.  That  is  to  say  the  Senate 
passed,  by  a  vote  of  56  to  25,  or  counting  pairs, 
66  to  30,  the  Susan  B.  Anthony  amendment 
to  the  federal  constitution.  When  the  amend¬ 
ment  has  been  ratified  by  36  of  the  48  states 
it  will  become  a  law  and  the  right  to  vote  shall 
no  longer  be  abridged  by  the  United  States  or 
any  state  because  of  sex. 

The  strongest  possible  argument  in  favor  of 
the  early  ratification  of  this  amendment  lies  in 
the  fact  that  women  have  already  the  right  to 
vote  either  for  president  or  for  all  officers  in 
29  of  the  36  states.  In  the  states  that  elect 
more  than  300  of  the  541  members  of  the  elec¬ 
toral  college  women  will  vote  with  the  men 
in  the  next  election.  More  than  a  dozen  mil¬ 
lions  of  women  in  the  United  States  already 
are  enfranchised  and  there  is  no  sound  or 
logical  reason  why  the  women  of  New  York, 
of  Rhode  Island,  of  Maine,  or  California  should 
possess  any  rights  of  franchise  in  the  election 
of  Presidents,  Senators  and  Congressmen,  that 
are  denied  to  the  women  of  Connecticut.  Abra¬ 
ham  Lincoln  declared  that  the  nation  could 
not  exist  half  slave  and  half  free;  it  ought 
not  to  exist  with  half  the  women  enfranchised 
and  the  other  half  lacking  the  privilege  of  ex¬ 
ercising  that  right. 

Foes  of  suffrage  are  now  pinning  their  faith 
on  the  hope  that  13  states  can  be  cajoled  into 
or  prevailed  upon  to  reject  the  amendment. 
If  it  happens  we  shall  have  another  of  the  in¬ 
stances  of  government  by  minority  evident  in 
the  last  Congress,  when  the  Anthony  amend¬ 
ment  failed  of  passage  though  accepted  by  the 
House  by  more  than  two-thirds  majority  and 
though  lacking  only  one  vote  of  a  two-thirds 
majority  in  the  Senate  and  though  favored  by 
the  national  organizations  of  both  great  po¬ 
litical  parties. 

With  29  of  the  necessary  36  states  already 
committed  to  woman  suffrage  so  far  as  the 
presidency  is  concerned,  The  Post  declines  to 
believe  that  the  necessary  seven  additional 
states  will  not  be  forthcoming  and  it  has  every 
hope  that  Connecticut  will  be  one  of  them. 
It  would  be  a  lamentable  injustice  and  an 
egregious  blunder  if  the  practical  politicians 
of  13  states  should  be  able  to  defeat  this  re¬ 
form  and  it  is  the  duty  of  those  who  believe 
in  it,  who  believe  in  a  square  deal  and  in  full 
justice  to  all,  regardless  of  sex,  to  see  to  it  that 
they  do  not  accomplish  it. 

The  Anthony  amendment  has  been  before 
Congress  for  50  yea'rs.  Many  of  its  earliest  ad¬ 
vocates  have  gone  to  their  reward.  But  the 
women  who  followed  them,  who  have  perse¬ 
vered  against  heavy  odds  and  turned  a  minority 
into  a  majority  and  then  into  the  necessary 
two-thirds,  are  deserving  of  warmest  praise. 
They  have  displayed  the  best  of  qualifications 
for  citizenship  and  it  ought  to  be  conferred 
upon  them  at  the  earliest  opportunity. — Hart¬ 
ford  (Conn.)  Post,  June  5,  1919. 
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Womanhood  Glorified 

F 


i  OR  fifty  years  women  have 
knocked  at  the  national  ballot 
box  in  this  country  for  ad¬ 
mittance,  but  in  vain.  The  battle 
has  been  long  and  strenuous,  but 
gradually  the  opposition,  in  the 
face  of  the  undaunted  courage  and 
persistency  of  women  who  knew  no 
such  word  as  fail,  faded  until  the 
sun  of  victory  at  last  is  shining 
brilliantly  over  the  hills.  State  by 
state  they  fought,  winning  here  and 
there,  at  the  same  time  keeping 
their  hands  on  congress  and  each 
year  increasing  their  chances  in  a 
national  sense.  Like  every  reform, 
the  proposition  has  had  bitter  op¬ 
position. 

In  the  years  to  come,  when  equal 
suffrage  is  such  a  settled  policy  as 
not  to  cause  a  comment,  people 
will  wonder  how  it  happened  that 
it  was  postponed  so  long.  The 
principle  has  always  been  right. 

There  never  was  a  sound  reason 
for  keeping  women  away  from  the 
ballot  box.  The  Index  knows  there 
are  many  who  will  dispute  this  as¬ 
sertion  now,  but  not  one  where 
there  were  hundreds  a  few  years 
ago,  and  a  few  years  hence  the  one 
will  be  lacking. 

Despite  our  pessimistic  tendencies,  some¬ 
times,  we  must  all  admit  that  gradually  the  old 
world  grows  better;  that  little  by  little  she 
moves  upgrade  toward  a  clearer  and  purer  sky¬ 
line.  And  we  all  must  further  admit  that  one 
of  the  greatest  powers  at  the  throttle  of  ad¬ 
vance  is  the  increasing  influence  of  woman¬ 
kind  in  public  affairs — the  application  of  her 
finer  preception,  her  more  refined  nature,  her 
inherent  disposition  to  always  keep  her  eyes 
Heavenward  and  battle  fearlessly  for  right — 
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A  NUMBER  OF  ADVANCED 
STYLES  IN  DRESSES  FOR 
EARLY  FALL  HAVE  ARRIVED 

_ Exceptionally  smart  models  in  tricotine  and  serge, 

they  arc  made  with  tight-fitting  and  bell  sleeves. 

—All  are  in  navy  blue,  but  this  color  seems  still  des¬ 
tined  to  be  the  leading  one  for  some  time  to  come. 

_ If  you  want  to  be  just  a  little  bit  ahead  of  your 

neighbors,  come  in  and  secure  one  of  these  stunning 
new  styles. 
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California  Should  Not  Delay  the  Ratifica¬ 
tion  of  Suffrage 

GOVERNOR  Stephens’  expedient  for 
handling  the  question  of  a  special  ses¬ 
sion  of  the  legislature  for  the  ratifica¬ 
tion  of  the  suffrage  amendment  may  be  very 
clever  from  a  penny-pinching  standpoint,  but 
it  entirely  overlooks  a  certain  progressive  sen¬ 
timent  which  we  Californians  should — and  DO 
— feel  about  our  place  in  the  list  of  states  rati¬ 
fying  this  measure  of  justice  to  women. 


Our  state  was  among  the  first  to 
give  women  the  vote  within  the 
state’s  borders.  Governor  Steph¬ 
ens’  “pledge”  proposal  bids  fair  to 
make  California  among  the  very 
last  states  to  ratify  the  federal 
amendment.  By  waiting  for  a  long 
list  of  other  states  to  announce 
their  intention  of  considering  the 
amendment  we  are  going  to  put 
California  among  the  tail-enders  in 
considering  it. 

Even  were  we  to  ratify  the 
amendment  today  we  could  only 
find  a  place  somewhere  among  the 
first  twelve  states  to  approve  it.  In 
eight  states  special  sessions  already 
have  been  called  for  this  express 
purpose — New  York,  Missouri,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Kansas,  Ohio,  Iowa,  Maine 
and  Colorado.  As  it  stands  even 
now,  then,  California  is  too  far 
down  in  the  list  to  suit  the  pro¬ 
gressive  sentiment  of  Californians 
to  be  leaders  in  the  indorsement  of 
what,  after  all,  is  only  simple  jus¬ 
tice. 

Surely  we  cannot  hang  back  now, 
pledges  or  no  pledges  from  other 
state  Governors.  California  must 
act  for  itself  alone,  if  even  that 
were  necessary,  so  long  as  we  are 
sure,  as  we  are  in  this  instance,  that  we  are 
RIGHT 

Let  the  Governor  call  the  legislature  of  Cal¬ 
ifornia  into  special  session  without  any  pre¬ 
vious  word  from  any  other  state.  Let  us  in¬ 
fluence  other  states  by  our  example.  And  let 
us  get  as  near  as  possible  at  the  head  of  the 
list  of  states  making  the  federal  suffrage 
amendment  effective.  We  are  not  a  laggard 
state,  but  a  leader  state.— San  Francisco  Ex¬ 
aminer,  July  16,  1919. 


“for  God  and  Home  and  Native  Land.”  And 
there  is  inspiration  in  the  thought  that  the 
greatest  power  in  the  work  of  moving  the 
world  forward  and  making  it  a  better  place  in 
which  to  live,  has  had  to  battle  mankind  from 
the  time  when  she  was  his  veritable  slave, 
menially  and  every  other  way,  up  through  the 
ages,  gaining  a  little  ground  here  and  there 
along  various  lines  of  endeavor,  until  today  in 
most  civilized  countries  she  is  the  acknow¬ 
ledge  superior  of  man  in  all  the  avenues  of 
morality  and  on  all  lines  of  uplift.  And  wher¬ 
ever  this  is  true,  women  are  reaching  out  to 
lift  up  their  sex,  in  such  countries  as  China 
and  Japan,  where  womankind  is  yet  consideied 
scarcely  better  than  the  animals  of  the  field 
using  the  influence  of  their  increasing  power 
to  an  advantage  which  ultimately  will  break 
the  shackles  from  the  wrists  of  enslaved  wo¬ 
manhood  the  round  world  over. —  St.  Bernar¬ 
ds,  (Calif., )  Index,  May  22,  1919. 


Members  Securing  Suffragist  Subscrip¬ 
tions  From  July  11  to  July  25,  1919 


Miss  Nettie  Biasing 
Minn.  -  2 

Mrs.  R.  L.  Andrea, 

S.  C.  _  1 

Mrs.  Alice  Park, 

Calif.  -  2 

Mrs.  C.  A.  Dickey, 
Tenn.  -  * 

Mrs.  Mary  D.  Britc, 
Ohio  - - —  3 

Mrs.  Amelia  L.  Bolin, 

Pa.  _  1 

Miss  Mary  M.  Galla¬ 
gher,  III.  _  1 

Mrs.  Adele  Brooks, 
Calif.  _  1 


Miss  Anna  N.  Ken¬ 
dall,  Ala.  _  1 

Miss  Alice  Henry, 

Ill. _ —  1 

Miss  Mabel  Vernon. 
Del.  _  1 


Miss  Sue  S.  White, 
Tenn.  - 

Miss  Margaret  Whit- 


temore,  Mich. -  1 

Miss  Mabel  Pollitzer. 

S.  C.  — -  i 

Miss  Ella  Louise 

Buell,  Ill.  -  1 

Miss  Betty  Gram, 

Ore.  _  4 

South  Carolina 
Branch  -  2 

Renewals  - 35 


Miss  C,  E.  Lang. 
D.  C.  _ 


Total  _ 61 


TREASURER’S  REPORT 

Treasurer,  Miss  Mary  Gertrude  Fendall 
National  Woman’s  Party  Headquarters,  Lafay¬ 
ette  Square,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Bank  of  Deposit,  American  Security  and 
Trust  Co.,  Washington,  D.  C. 

Auditors:  Marwick,  Mitchell  Peet  &  Co. 
State  Treasurers 

Contributions  to  National  Head¬ 
quarters  : 

Contributions  From  July  18  Through 
July  23 

Mrs.  Kent’s  Committee: 

Miss  Mary  A.  Burnham, 

Pa.  _ $  25.00 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  William  H. 

Blauvelt,  N.  Y. -  25.00 

Miss  Joy  Webster,  D.  C.  25.00 
Miss  Maud  Younger,  Cal.  25.00 


National  Headquarters: 

Mrs.  Marie  Moore  Forrest, 

D.  C.  _  5.00 

Miss  Alice  Henry,  Pa._  5.00 

District  of  Columbia  Branch  25.00 
Mrs.  Carrie  Schreiber,  Ark.  1.00 
Mrs.  Horton  Pope,  Colo.  10.00 
Elizabeth  T.  Kent,  Cal.  150.00 
Miss  Aline  E.  Solomons, 

D.  C.  _  6.00 

Dr.  Mary  Danforth,  N.  H.  .24 
Mrs.  Charles  Boughton  Wood, 

Conn. _  250.00 

Miss  Elizabeth  Kalb,  D.  C.  5.00 
Mrs.  Lillian  Perrine  Davis, 

Tenn.  _  5.00 

Mrs.  B.  H.  Hopkins,  Colo.  75.00 
Mrs.  Frances  B.  Ackermann 

N.  Y. _  25.00 

Miss  Bessie  Ballou,  Ohio  10.00 
Miss  Dot  Wilson,  Ohio  5.00 

Mrs.  Grace  L.  Cook,  N.  Y.  5.00 
Mrs.  Mary  T.  Cass,  R.  I.  10.00 
Mrs.  Townsend  Scott,  Md.  9.00 
Miss  Mary  Dean  Powell,  D.  C.  5.00 
Miss  Maud  Johnson,  N.  Y.  3.00 
Mrs.  Lawrence  Lewis,  Pa.  25.00 
Miss  Louise  Lewis,  Pa.  50.00 

Miss  Margaret  Sherwood, 

N.  Y. _  100 

Membership  Fees -  3.50 


Total  collected  by  National 
Headquarters  July  18, 

Through  July  23 -  788.74 

Previously  acknowledged  in 

The  Suffragist _  441,122.08 

Total  collected  through  July 

23,  1919 _ 441,910.82 

Contributions  to  State  Head¬ 
quarters: 

Contributions  to  Maryland  Branch, 

Jan.-July,  1919,  inclusive: 

Dr.  Donald  R.  Hooker  1,265.00 


Mrs.  Fred  Usilton -  1.25 

Mrs.  Katherine  Carr —  .50 

Dr.  Anna  Kuhn -  3.25 

Miss  Charlotte  Armeling  1.00 

Mrs.  FIcrr  _  6.00 

Mrs.  Townsend  Scott  15.00 

Mrs.  Almira  Sweeten-  .25 

Mrs.  Crablitt -  100 

Mr.  E.  M.  Dick _  5.00 

Miss  Stephanie  Schack  2.00 

Mrs.  Charles  Earp —  5.00 

Miss  Edna  Roberts—  2.00 

Miss  Lucy  Covey -  1  00 

Mrs.  L.  N.  Graham —  1.00 

Miss  Hattie  E.  Ewing  5.00 

Miss  Rachel  A.  Bonner  2.00 

Miss  Mary  Bartlett  Dixon  50.00 

Mrs.  Cary  K.  Metcalfe  5.00 


Mrs.  Howard  Schwarz  1.00 

Miss  Ballintine -  100 

Moving  Picture  Benefit  24.04 

Vagabond  Players  Benefit  61.00 
Vagabond  Players  Benefit  35.10 


Total  _  1,493.39 

Contributions  to  Michigan 
Branch: 

Miss  Margaret  F.  Whitte- 

more  _  78.00 

Mr.  A.  G.  Kyselka —  5.00 

Mrs.  Russian -  3  00 

Mrs.  H.  Raymond -  5.00 

Mrs.  I.  L.  Morley  —  10.00 

Mrs.  Bogennedes -  5  00 

Mrs.  F.  Holt _  5.00 

Mrs.  Bross -  25.00 

Mrs.  H.  Trix -  10.00 

Dr.  E.  Bentele -  6.00 

Mrs.  A.  E.  Stewart —  5.00 

Mrs.  C.  C.  Amerine —  10.00 

Mrs.  Todt  _  10.00 


Total  _  177.00 


Contributions  to  Pennsylvania 


Branch: 

Mrs.  Theodore  J.  Lewis  100.00 

Mrs.  Grace  G.  Kempter  5.00 

Mrs.  James  Winsor —  25.00 

Miss  Florence  Sanville  10.00 

Miss  Cora  Crawford-  10.00 

Miss  Mary  A.  Bu'rnham  500.00 

Mrs.  F.  O.  Johnson —  1.00 


Mrs.  George  Burnham,  Jr.  250.00 
Mrs.  Charles  W.  Ruschen- 


berger  _  40.00 

Miss  Carrie  Standenmeyer  5.00 

Miss  Aimee  Stone -  2.00 

Miss  Margaret  Blackfan  1.50 

Miss  Ella  Riegel -  2.00 


Total  _  951.50 

Contributions  to  Illinois 
Branch: 

Miss  Editha  Phelps —  10.00 

Mrs.  Sadie  Baer -  5.00 

Mrs.  Drum  _  5.00 

Miss  E.  Riddle _  5.00 

Mrs.  W.  W.  Wilson _  5.00 

Miss  Jessie  E.  Shear-  5.00 

Mrs.  Edward  Lobdell  5.00 

Mrs.  Henry  Atwater.  5.00 

Mrs.  L.  M.  Cooper —  10.00 

Miss  Pischel -  5.00 

Miss  Agnes  Potter —  10.00 

Mrs.  Fanny  U.  West-  10.00 

Mrs.  Mary  Colburn—  25.00 


Total  _  105.00 

Total  collected  by 

Branches  _  2,726.89 

Previously  acknowledged  in 

The  Suffragist -  90,513.41 


Total  collected  by  Branches 

through  July  23,  1919 - 

Grand  Total  - 

Deduction : 

Transferred  from  Branch  Head¬ 
quarters  to  National  Head¬ 
quarters  — 
Grand  Net  Total - 


93,240.30 
535,151 .12 


5,757.00 

$529,394.12 


Will  you  suggest  better  occupa¬ 
tion  or  position  than  present  one  for 
vigorous  woman,  43,  strong  person¬ 
ality,  B.  S.D.,  A.  B.,  A.  M.  degrees, 
now  Head  of  Latin  and  Dean  in  wo¬ 
man’s  college  at  $125  monthly  and 
board  and  room?  Stamps  returned; 
Reply  S.  H.,  The  Suffragist,  14  Jack- 
son  Place,  Washington,  D.  C. 


JOHN  C.  PAIGE  &  CO. 

insurance 

65  Kilby  St.,  Boston.  115  Broadway,  N.  Y. 

Telephone  Maine  861 

Srentguc’s 

Booksellers,  Engravers  and 
Stationers 

F  and  Twelfth  Sts.  Washington,  D.  C. 


Cornelison 


If  16  H  Street  Northwest 


^UUnerg 


Washington,  D.  C. 


L.  STONE  CO. 

MODES— INEXPENSIVELY  STYLISH 

THIRTEEN  SIX  WALNUT 

PHILADELPHIA 


“We  Grow  ’Cause  We  Know” 

^^UR  composing  Rooms 
are  replete  with  the 
most  fascinating  and  up- 
to-date  Type  Faces — all 
selected  for  the  purpose  of 
satisfying  the  demand  of 
those  whose  tastes  tend 
toward  the  better  class  of 
Printing.  MAIN  4250 


Columbian 
Printing  Co.,  Inc. 
S15  14th  N.  W. 


New  Fashions 

IN 

SUITS,  COATS,  WRAPS 
GOWNS.  DRESSES 
BLOUSES,  MILLINERY 


Paris 

New  York 
Washington 


1510  H  St.  N.  W. 


Cincinnati 

Philadelphia 


Opp.  Shoreham  Hotel 


Superb  Furs 

IN 

SCARFS,  MUFFS,  ETC. 
BELTED  STOLES 
CAPES,  COATS 


